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Deon A. Williams (“Williams™) appeals the circuit court’s judgment convicting him of
attempted forcible rape, two counts of sodomy in the first degree, two counts of attempted
sodomy in the first degree, and two counts of incest, and sentencing him to eighteen years’
incarceration. Williams raises four points on appeal and seeks plain error review. In point one,
Williams argues that the trial court erred in finding him guilty on Counts V (attempted sodomy),
VI (attempt sodomy), and VI (incest) because the Substitute Information did not contain
sufficient detail to put him on notice of the charges against him, which violated his right to due
process. In points two and three, Williams argues that the trial court erred in admitting evidence
of uncharged misconduct involving D.W. and Williams’ girlfriend. In point four, Williams
argues that the trial court plainly erred in classifying him as a prior and persistent offender in the
absence of sufficient evidence or findings of fact to support this classification.

JUDGMENT AFFIRMED AS MODIFIED.

DIVISION THREE HOLDS: We hold that: (1) the trial court did not plainly err in convicting
Williams of Counts V, VI, and VII because the Substitute Information provided sufficient notice
of the charges against Williams, and Williams suffered no actual prejudice that prevented him
from preparing a defense or pleading former jeopardy in the event of acquittal; (2) the trial court
did not plainly err because there is no evidence the trial court relied upon Williams’ prior
uncharged misconduct in reaching its judgment; and (3) the trial court plainly erred by
classifying Williams as a prior and persistent offender; however, we correct the clerical error
without remanding the case, finding no prejudice because it did not affect Williams’ sentence.
Accordingly, we order the July 9, 2015 Judgment and Sentence form corrected to reflect that
Williams was not found to be a prior and persistent offender. Williams’ sentence of eighteen
years’ incarceration is not otherwise amended or modified by this Opinion. We affirm the trial
court’s judgment of conviction and sentence as modified.
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